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is a True and a well known Obſer- 
7 oh vation of the Lord Bacon, that à little 
ol RES Philoſophy inclines Men's Minds to K. 
R theiſm, but that Depth in Philoſophy brings 
m them about to Religion again and it m 
as juſtly be ſaid that a ſlender Acquaintance wi 
the Scripture furniſhes Men with Doubts and Ob- 
jections, which a thorough Knowledge of it 
would ſoon eaſe them from. A greater Inſtance 
of this can ſcarcely be given than in the ſix Diſ- 
courſes not lon fince' publiſhed upon our Savioar's 
Miracles, in which every Intelligent Reader muſt 
be at a loſs whether he ſhould moſt admire the 
Boldneſs or the Ignorance of the Author; for 
thro* the Whole there appears ſuch an Unac- 
quaintedneſs with the Jewith Hiſtory, Cuſtoms, 


and Forms- of ſpeaking as ſhews that there are 
Arts which Mr. V. is not enough Maf er of an 
5 te p ko TIVES ſuch 


Az 


* 


4 Miert ef 
ſuch a want of Sincerity in his Quotations hd 
Applications of them, as ſhews that there is an 
Ari which he is too much Maſter .. 
In oppoſition to what he has ſo boldly: ad- 
vanced in thoſe . Diſcourſes, my firſt Part | 
(where every Rational Apology for the Truth of 
the Chriſtian Revelation ſhould begin) with ſhew- 
ing by Direct Proof that Jeſus did truly Raiſe 
himſelf from the Dead, as he had foretold; that 
the profeſsd Yimeſſes of his Reſurrection could 
not Poſſibly be Deceiv'd in this Matter, the Evi- 
dence which they had for it being ſuch as exclud- 
ed all Miſtake, upon any Suppoſition whatever; 
and that there is as ſtrong Proof of their not 
intending to Deceive us by a Falſe Teſtimony, as 
any Fact is capable of receiving, ..nay...more than 
any other Fact in the world eveꝝ did receive. 

And this ſure Foundation being laid, the Con- 
ſequence, which was then drawn from it, Teems 


Clear and Undeniable, vz. if. Jeſus wrought 
this One Miracle, which mut be Aloe to Hie 
Heen the 2 that could be wrought, it 8 
Vnreaſonable, it is Perverſe, not ta allow the Re- 
ality of the Other Miracles which the Evangeliſts 
aſcribe to him: And therefore all Objections raiſed 
againſt the Literal Story of them, (if they could 
be anſwered no other way) yet might receive a 
Satisfactory Anſwer by ſaying, that the Miracle 
being a True one, it is highly probable that any 
of the Circumſtances, with which the Story of it 
is told, were otherwiſe. Things may ſeem ſtrange 
and difficult to Us at ſuch a diſtance of time, and 
this is caſily accounted for; but there is no ac- 
count to be given, Why the Evangeliſts ſhould, 
in relating a Real Miracle, add ſuch Falſe Circum- 
ſtances to it, as would help to deſtroy its Credit 
So that the Queſtion comes to this, whether an 
Apoſtle or Mr. . is to be Believed; an 3 
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| | J E SUS Vindicated. 7 
-who:was Eye witneſs to the Fact, or Mr. V. ho 
us no Witneſs, and whom in ſeveral Inſtances 1 


have proved to be a Falſe Witneſs. 

With this Evidence then in hand IJ enter'd (in 
my ſecond Part) upon a particular Examination of 
the. two firſt Actions of Jeſus, which Mr. . had 
objected to, and endeavoured to clear the Literal 


. Story of them from all the Difficulties which he 


had loaded. them with: and in the courſe of this 
Enquiry I now and then ſer before him ſome In- 
ſtances of the Diſhoneſty of his Quotations from 
the Fathers and others, that he might at leaſt ſee 


that he was diſcover'd, and never expect that his 


bare Word ſhould. paſs for Current in any Argu- 
ment hereafter. . 4 LO | 
My 2 Deſign is to do the ſame by two 
more. of the Miracles, which he has endeavoured 
to expoſe; but as I am not bound to follow the 


Order in which he has plac'd the Miracles, (a 


Thing of no weight either to his Cauſe or Mine), 


-I have ſingled out thoſe which he. profeſſes to have 


treated the moſt Ludicrouſly, and which I thought 
to want the moſt help towards vindicating the Li- 
teral account of them. I ſhall therefore without 
further Preface enter upon 

III. The Story of (a) Jeſus's curſing the Fig- 
tree, not deſpairing to convince even Him that it 
was neither an Ab/urd, Fooliſh, and Ridiculous, nor 
4 Malicious and Ill-natur d Ad, as he has been 
pleas'd in his mannerly way to call it. 

The Reader may not be at leiſure enough to 
approve of a Solemn Anſwer to every Trifle z and 
therefore I ſhall confine my ſelf to ſuch Objecti- 
ons made by Mr. V. againſt the Literal account 
of this Miracle, as are of moſt Weight, and may 


ſeem to deſerve ſome Conſideration; and they 


are theſe Taree. How 
—— 
(a) Mr. 's Diſcourſe 3d. p. 4. 


— — — — 
- 
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How could. Jeſus expect to find Fruit DO 

Fi tree, when the time of Figs muas not yet P p. C. 

hat Legal Right had he to the Fruit, if ha 

had found any on the Tree? p. 8. ang 

What Right had he to ſmite the Tree with, & 
Curſe, when it b e 0 p. 8. 


NY g. The firſt of theſe Quattions has indoed 
ſomething Material in it, becauſe as St. A ſart, xi; 
13. reports this Fact in our Tranflation, there is 
more room for Cavil than in any other Inſtance 
which Mr. V. has ſingled out to quarrel with: 
Sr. Mark's words are theſe, Aud ſeeing 4 Fig+tres 


efar hauing Leaves, be came, if baply he might 


find any thing thereon, and when he came to it, he 
Joung othing but Leaves, for the time of Figs e | 


get. 
At firſt ſight any Candid Reader would ima · 


gine that the Paſſage was ſome how miſunde 

and that the Evangeliſt who writes ſo ſenſe 

in the other parts of his Goſpel, w not have 

writ downright Nonſenſe in This. 
And ore I ſhall endeavour to clear up this 

matter; for the doing of which I ſhalt ſhew two 


things, viz. that at the time when Jeſus went up 
| pe this Fig-rree, it was a Seaſon to expect to find 


Figs in Judæa; and ſecondly, that the words 
of Bt: ark may be underſtood fo as to be con- 
Alben with this Circumſtance. 

Whoever reads the Goſpels carefully will be 
convinc'd that the day, on which Jeſus wrought 
this'Miracle on.the Fig-tree, was about the 11th 
of the Jewiſh Month N3/an, or Tueſday before the 
Paſſover, Mr. V. indeed ſays | that there are no 
Grounds from the Text to gat Jo 3 — there are 


— from that Text compar'd with others, 
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and the Proof cf it is fo plain that none but ſuch = 
drt of 'Freethinket as He eould miſs ir. Now it 
is well known that the Paſſover was kept by the 
Fews on the fourteenth day of rheir firſt month 
Nan, that is, about the latter end of our March. 

The Point then to be enquited into, is, whether 
ut that time (or three days before) there us'd to 
e any Figs in Jude fo Ripe as to be fit for 
eating; and that there did, may be ſhewn by the 


(a) Foſephas tells us, that at the end of the 
winter Herod d' Feruſalem, and that after a 
Liege of five Months it was taken in the third 
Month, i. e. the Month Sivan, which anſwers to 
the laſt half of dur May, and the firſt half of our 
June. Count then five Months back from thence, 
and you will find that the Winter ended and the 
Spring began in Judæa about the middle of our 
January: Now Solomon in Canticles ch. ii. among 
e of the Winter's being gant con- 

quently of the Spring's beginning in that Coun- 
try; —— Ti be * that the Fig- tree 
putteth forth hor groen Figs, and the I ines with the 
zender Grape give à gobd Smell, ver. 13. or more lit- 
terally thus; The Hip-rree hath begun to give a favwenr 
(ori /aover tafte) to her Young Figs, and the Vines to give 
4 good Smell to the Tender Grape : For the Original 
word, which we tranſlate putteth forth, ſignifies as I 
Have () render'd it; and this Senſe of the Word ĩs 
more agreeable to what is there ſaid of the Vines: 
And if in the middle of our Januam, the Figs 


— 


La) Gompare what he ſays De Bell. Jud. Lib. r. cap. 17, 18. 
with what he ſays Antiqu, Jud. Lib. 14. c. 16. Edit. Hudſon. - 
( Kant every where elſe in the Old Teſtament ſignifies 
condrvit nromatibus, or ſomething reſembling chat ſenſe ; and 
in "this place Pugninus renders it in the Margin by drlce/cere 
facit, and Alone xra by dulcoravit. 
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were ſo forward as Then to have a Flavour, #« 6. 
to bave begun to ripen, it is Unreaſonable to 
think that in ſo Warm and Fruitful a Climate 
there might not be Ripe ones about the latter 
end of March, which was the time when our Sa- 
viour ſought for them on this Fig tre. 
Again; we are told in Numb. xiii. that when 
Moſes ſent the Spies to ſearch the Land of Ganaan, 
ie time Was the time of the Firſt-ripe Grapes, ver: 20. 
and that they returned from ſearching the Land af 

| ter forty days, ver. 27. and that they brought with 
| them from thence Figs, as well as Cluſters of. Grapes 
| .full-grown, as the Weight of them ſhew'd them 
{ to be, ver. 23. Now the LXX Verſon ſays that 


| 
{ (a) the time was the time of Spring; and of the ſame 
j Opinion was Philo in his Life of Moſes, for he in- 
[ troduces him as telling the Spies, when, he ſent 
| them, that (4) the Seaſon was then the Fitteſt for 
diſcovering the Goodneſs of the Country, becauſe it 
| was Spring, and as charging them not to return till 
the Summer was come, that they might bring of -the 
Fruits of the Land for @ Sample. Suppoſing then 
that it was towards the middle of the Spring, or en 
| about the middle of our February, when the Spies | rx, 
| ſet out, and allowing that they were gone forty | ſay 
days (as the Text ſays), it will follow that they 7h 
return'd a few days before the Paſſover; and if | jy 
they brought Figs along with them as well as | jj; 
Ripe or full-grown Grapes, and if the one Fruit | the 
was as forward as the other (which the Song of | the 
Solomon before quoted plainly ſuppoſes), then there | tha 
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wereRipe Figs in the Land of Judæa at that very 
e 


time of the Year when Jeſus ſought for them up- 
on this Fig-tree. | 0 In 
It is own'd that no direct mention is made of 
the Spring in the Hebrew Text; but Philo and 
thoſe Tranſlators of the Law, who were Jews, 
may well be ſuppos'd to have known that the Ex- 
reſſion, the time of the Firſt-ripe Grapes, was Equiva- 
ent to that of the Spring; and We, who are no 
Jews, may fairly ſuppoſe, that this ſearch was 
made in the Spring, that the //-aelites might have 
the Summer before them for their Invaſion o 
the Land, which they intended to have immedi- 
ately entered into, as appears from ch. xiv: 44. 
Thus much at leaſt the Teſtimonies of the LXX. 
and of Philo muſt be allow'd to prove, that they 
took it for granted that there were Figs ripe. 
there by the time of the Paſſover, or elle they 
would never have aflign'd the Spring for the time 
of the Departure of the Spies, when they knew 
that at the end of forty days they brought back 
Ripe Figs along with them. 2 Hr 
To what has been ſaid may be added, that Fo- 
ſephus (a) deſcribing the Fruitfulneſs of the Coun- 
try of Genneſareth, which was a Part of Judæa, 
ſays that it afforded Figs and Grapes ten Months in 
the Tear without Intermiſſion z and tho' ſome al- 
lowance is to be made for the Extraordinary Fer- 
tility of that Territory, 2 che other Branches of 
the Country muſt be ſuppos'd to have afforded 
theſe Fruits a great part of the Year, eſpecially. 
that where this Fig- tree grew, it being between 
Jeruſalem and — Hon 1. e. in the Lot of the 
Tribe of Benjamin, which (as the ſame Joſephus * 


* u 
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tells, us): (a): was: 1d: to- no Canaan: in 
Upon ſuch Authorities as thoſe, dmwn fromm 
the Jewiſh Writers themſelves, wo know: what 
to. make. of the Fir/i-ripe Figs: (o- ofteti mention'd! 
by the Prophets of the Old Teſtament. For God 
ſays in Hoſea ix. 10. J ſaw your: Fathers as the 
in the. Fig-tree- at her time; and! _ — 

ly Figs: ſeem to have been much eſteem'd am 
the Jos for Jerem. xxiv. 2. ſpeaks of a Barf 
that had: vr Good Figs, even like the Figs that are 
firſt ripe-: And (to mention no- other Paſſuges) the 
Greedinoſs, with which the Jews us'd to- gather 
this Pleaſant Fruit, is thus deſcrib'd by 7/aiab 
xXViii. 4 As-the haſty Fruit (i. e. () the firft-ripe 
Figs) before the Sammer, which when be that look- 
ell upon it, ſeeth it, while it is yet' in, his hand; be. 
eateth it up, i. e. (as the (c LXX explain? it) 
he that ſeeth it, is — to devour it before he 
8 it, ſo very fond are men of this ſort of 
And that we may not miſtake the Seaſon 
wit theſe ſo-much-coveted Figs: were pluck'd: 
for eating, Iſaiah here tells us that it was before 
the Summer, which (as ars by what I have 
oted from Philo, 8 80 be —— i dea about 
the time of the Paſſover; an e- the pro- 
per time of a- Traveller's looking my theſe fiyſt 
ripe Figs, was the time when our Saviour came up 

for that purpoſe to this Fig- tree. 

The Caſe ſeems to have been This; either has 
_ were two different ſorts of Fig - trees in Judæa, the 
one forwarder than the other; or (what I rather 
the ſame Fig trees yielded Fruit mw: twice 
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in each Year, once about the time of the Paſſover, 


and the ſecond time much later. 
That there was a particular fort of Fig- trees in 
Judæa, Pliny ſcems to ſay when he ſpeaks of one 
that grew in Syria (under which name he often 
comprehends Judæa) and gives this account of it, 
that (a) it had Leaves always on it, and that when the 
Fruit of the preceding year was gathered about the Dog+ 
days, the new Fruit began immediately, and was grow- 
ing all the winter long. 

But * this Fig- tree was of that — bs 
not; yet Pliuy ſays of Fig-trees in general, that 
(i bear an early A fra, i. e. the moſt Hearty ang 
Vigorous of them produce young Figs in the end 
of Autumn (as they do often among Us) which 

on the Trees all the Winter, and then ripen 

carly in the Spring; alien, precotes amo, as Pliny 
expreſſes it. These were called Prodrom at Athens, 
the name which the LXX often give to the Hint 
ripe Figs; and of this fort it is that he ſays, (c} 
the Leaves of the Fig trees come later than the Fruit. 

From all which I conchude, that there might 
have been Figs in Judæa ſo Ripe as to be fit tor 
Eating at the time when Jeſut went up to this Fig- 
tree; and that theſe Early Figs were of ſo Good 
a Kind, that Travellers among the Jews were 
commonly inclin'd to eat of them; and that Jeſus 
feeing that this Fig-tree had Leaves, (which, as 
Pliny ſays, were later than the Fruit) had good 
—— nn — — 

Similis his f liqua, quam (Al. Similis & quam) Tongs Cerau- 

niam vocant; trunce & 2s ertilis, ſed pomo Sitaque : O. id qui- 
dam AÆgyptiam Ficum dixtre, orrore manifeſto; non enim in . 
Hpro naſcitur, fed in Syria — ſemper comæntibus folii —— pomo 
antectdentis anni circa Canis ortus detracto ſtatim alrerum parits 
per Arcturum hyeme fetus enutriente. Nat. Hiſt. I. 13. c. 8. 
(b) Ficus & Precocts habet, quos Athenis Prodromos vocant. lib. 


a f xcepti Fico, cui ſerius Folium naſcitur quam Pomum. Lib. 
19. 2 * , ' 
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reaſon to go up to it, expecting to find: Fruit 
thereon. | 236 ; 
What remains then to be prov'd is this, viz. 
that the words of St. Mark, s yae nv xaiges , ouxay, 
may be ſo interpreted as to be conſiſtent with what 
has been already prov'd. a FJ 
And Mr. V. himſelf has furniſh'd us with (a) 
an Interpretation of the words which will ſerve 
the purpoſe ; for he has fallen in with ſome of the 
Modern Commentators, and has recommended the 
reading of St. Mark's words by way of Interroga- 
tion, for was it not the time of Figs ? Admitting 
this ſmall change, and putting a part of the Sen- 
tence into a Parentheſis, the whole Verſe will run 
thus; And ſeeing a Fig-tree afar off having Leaves, 
he came if haply he might find any thing thereon (and 
when he came to it, he found nothing but Leaves), for 
was it not the time of Figs? By the help of the Pa- 
rentheſis the laſt words are a good reaſon for what 
vent immediately before the Parentheſis, i. d. for 
Jeſus's expecting to find Fruit upon the Tree: And 
this way of writing might be ſhewn to be very 
common in all Authors, eſpecially the Sacred ones. 
Upon this Interpretation of the wards Mr. V. 
ſays, all the Difficulty vaniſhes; but this he ſays, 
— he had made the moſt of this Difficulty, and 
expos'd St. Mark's account with all the Raillery 
and IIl-will that he could ſhew, for () a page or 
two together. Where then is che Candour, where 
the Honeſty of ſuch a Behaviour? What? ridi- 
eule the Evangeliſt as guilty of an Abſurdity, and 
yet have a Solution of that Abſurdity ready at 
Fand: A plain Mark that it is not Truth which 
this Author aims at! but this is only one Mark 
out of a thouſand. 5 


2 * 
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And yet I can help Mr. 7. to ſome other So- 
lutions of this Difficulty, where there is no Change 
of the Point, and which I prefer to His, as more 
Natural, and anſwering the purpoſe with the ſame 
effect: Suppoſe then that by the words, for the 
time of Figs was not yet, may be meant, that the 
time of gathering Figs was not yet come; and 
thus, keeping the Parentheſis, as before plac'd in 
the middle of the Sentence, we may underſtand the 
words as a reaſon given why Feſus came if haply he 
might find any thing on the Fig-tree. The Fig-har- 
— (if I may ſo call the Gathering-time) was 
not yet arrived: On the ſecond day of Unleaven'd 
Bread, which was about five or fix days after This, the 
Firſt-Fruits of all, that was then Ripe, were ſo- 
lemnly offer'd in the Temple, and till Then the 


Owners of the Fig-trees were not allow'd to ga- 


ther in their Fruit; ſo that till Then they were ob- 
lig'd to let their Figs (tho” Ripe) hang on the 
'Trees, and conſequently five or fix days before the 
Paſſover (i. e. when Jeſus went up to this Tree) 
any Traveller might expect to find Fraic upon the 
Early Fig-trees which he met with in his Journey. 


That by the zime of Figs may be here meant the 


time of gathering them, is no new Opinion of 
mine; It has been maintained by Dr. Lucas, and 
by the Excellent Biſhop Floyd; and I find Dr. #bit- 
by mentioning it as the Ingenious - Expoſition 
of a Reverend and Learned Bifhop, whom he does 


not name; and tho' he does not agree with him, 


yet he declares that he ſhould acquieſce in this In- 
terpretation, if he could find it prov'd that any 
Figs were fit to be gathered in at the:Paſſover. 
This (I think) I have prov'd with ſuch a'degree of 
Evidence as Dr. Hhithy would have admitted. 


And for the time of Figs ſignifying the time of ga- 


thering them, there is good Authority from the 
Writings of the ſacred Penmen. This ſeems to 
Rn be 
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be the Senſe of the word "xateds, time. or ſeaſon, in 
Pal. i. 4. (according to the LXX.) (a) — — 
give its Fruit in its Seaſon, 1. e. at the time of ga- 
thering it: And this (I think) certainly is the 

Senſe of the word in St. Mark xii. 2. but parti- 
cularly in St. Matt. Xxi. 34. who ſays that when 
the Lord of the Vineyard in the Parable ſent his 
Servants to the Hus that they might receive 
the Fruits of it, it was when the time of the Fruit 
drew near, bre wſyioy 6 news TO xagrev, 4. e. 
when the time of gathering it was at hand; for, it 
being moſt natural to ſuppoſe that the Servants 
were not {cnt more early than there was need, 
the time of ripe Grapes was probably then actually 
come,and only the time of gathering them drew near. 
- Bur if this Solution ſhould not pleaſe ſome 
Readers; if it ſhould not be allowed me to give 


this Senſe to the time of Figs, yet from what has 


been ſhewn on the former head, there may be 
drawn an Interpretation free from all Objection. 


For if there were two times or Seafons of ripe Figs 


in Judæa, the one much later than the other; and 
if the later Seaſon was much more plentiful and 
common than the former (as is natural to ſuppoſe) 
then the later Seaſon was properly the time of Figs, 
and of this it was truly faid by the Evangelift, 
that then (at the Paſſover) it was not yet come. 


Jeſus ſeeing a Fig-tree at a diſtance that had Leaves 


on it, and the Leaves coming later than the early 
Figs, he did not know but this Fig-tree might be 
one of thoſe which bore early ipe Kies and 
might therefore have Fruit on it at that time: On 
this. account he came & apa dun cet if haply he might 
find any thing thereon; looking on the Circumſtance 
of its having Leaves as a Likely Mark of its having 
Fruit, but not as a Sure one, becauſe the Trees 
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which bore only the later Figs might have Leaves 
on them; and therefore he came up to the Fig- tree 
doubtful whether he ſhould find; any, for ths ori- 
nary time of Figs was not yer come; then a Man 
might have expected to find: Figs on Every Tree, 
but now they were to be found only on Some, 
which were more ſtrong and Vigorous than Or- 
dinary; of this ſort the Leaves ſcem'd to promiſe 
chis Tree to bs and we may ſuppoſe that of this 
ſort: it. was; ſo that in this way of interpreting 
St. Mark, the words for the time df Fig was not 
et, are meant of the Common and Ordinary Sea» 
ſon, and are aſſign'd as a reaſon Why Jeſus went 
up to the Fig- tree, if haply he might find, having 
only ſome Hope, but not truſting that he ſhould 
find Fruit thereon, 2g 
But let Mr, V. chooſe which Solution-he will, 


his Own, if he pleaſes) and he muſt acknowledge 


that there is a ſufficient anſwer given to the ſup- 
pos d Unrea/dnablene/5. of Jeſus's expetting, to find 
Hruit out of Seaſon: I | | | 
Having dwelt pretty long on this head, becauſe 
_ 1ticontain'd,themoſt: material part of his Diſcourſe, 

I ſhall now proceed briefly, to the ſecond Objec- 


Wont | ; 
21 „ What Legal Right Jeſus had to the Fruit, 
if he had found any on the Tree? 
To which L answer, that he had a Right, and a 
one too, tho he was neither Landlord nor Tenant, 
(as Mr. W. expreſſes it) nor had any Houſe.or Land 
of. bis own: by Law. And what I-fay,. will be 
prov'd thus. There is a Law given by God to 
the Jews in Deut. xxiii. 24, 2F, to this pur- 
poſe, I hen thou comeſt into thy Neighbour's Vineyard, 
then thou mayeſt eat grapes to thy” fil, at thine own 
pleaſure z, but thou. ſhalt not put any in thy Veſſel : 
And when thou comeſt into the. flauding Corn of thy 


Neighbours, then thou mayeſt pluck the Ears with — 5 
and, 
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hand, but thou ſhalt not move a Sickle unto thy Neigb- 
bour's ſtanding Corn. 94 | alt ie 

Biſhop Parrick in his Commentary on this place 
ſays, that the Jewiſh Doctors extended this Law, 
(and indeed the Reaſon of the Law extended it) 
not only to Grapes and Corn, the two mention'd 
Particulars; but to Olives, Figs, Dates, and- all 
common eatable Fruits: And (a) Joſephus con- 
firms this by applying the Law to ripe Fruits of 
this kind in general, and adding that the benefit ot 


this Indulgence reached not only to Jews, but to all 


Travellers (whether Natives or not) on the high way. 
in Judæa; who had a Right by vertue of this Law, 
to eat of any ripe Fruits that they met with, as 
freely as if they were their own Property. This 
then being a Part of the Common Law of the 
Country, and no man having ſuch a Property in 
his Fruit-trees, as to exclude Travellers and Paſ- 
fengers from this Benefit, Jeſus would have done 
no Injury to the Owner of this Fig-tree, if he 
had found Figs upon it, and gathered them; be- 


| cauſe he would only have done what he had a 


Right to do, and what all his Countrymen law- 
fully did on the like occaſion. What then muſt 
we ſay of this Author, who inſinuates that Jeſus 
would have been a Rob-Orchard, if he had had an Op- 
portunity? Vile infinuation! and no leſs Weak 
than Vile, fince it is founded on an Ignorance of 
this Jewiſh Law which was ſo eaſy to be known! 

I come then to the eb 

3. $- and laſt Objection which is this, hat 
Right had Feſus to ſmite this Tree with a- Curſe, when 
it was none of his Property? en Ja: 
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Ad to this ſeveral ſufficient anſwers have been 
uently given; for brevity's ſake I ſhall content 
my ſelf with giving One at preſent; BY 
According to the Chriſtian Scheme, which ſup- 
oſes Jeſus to be (what I have proy'd him in my 
Eft Part to be) a Prophet ſent from God and act- 
ing by the Spirit of God, there is no Difficulty in 
juſtifying this his behaviour : For God muſt be al- 
lowed: to have a ſuperiour Right over all things, 
and a Property in them of a — Nature than 
any that a Human Owner of them has. Not onl 
all the Beaſts of the Foreſt are his (as God hinſelf 
declares by the Pſalmiſt, I. 10.) but /o are the Cats 
dle upon a thouſand Hills: and it is in vertue of this 
Right that God is often found in the Old Tefta- 
ment threatning the Jews by his Prophets, that he 
wou'd lay their Land waſte, and deſtroy all the | 
Trees with their Fruits, for the Puniſhment of 
their Sins: And thus we find in our Saviour's days 
that the Jews had (a) filled up the meaſure of their 
Iniquities, and were at this very time, when Jeſus 3 
ſmote the Fig-tree with a Curſe, devoted with 
their Country to Ruin and Deſtruction: The things f 
which belong d to their peace, were even then hid from 
their Eyes, as he tells them Zyuke xix. 42. and he 
goes on in the following verſes to pronounce the 
Sentence already determin'd againſt Jeruſalem. 
And we find farther that the Execution of this 
Sentence was put into the hands of Jeſus under 
the title (a) of the ſon of man. Where then 
was the Injuſtice, if that Judgment, which he was 
authoriz'd- to execute upon the whole Land and 
all the Produce. thereof, he executed (for a wiſe 
and good-natur'd Reaſon, as I ſhall ſhew by and 
by) upon one Tree in his Life-time? Where all, 
(a) Matt. xxiii. 32. 
(6) Matt. xxiv. 30, 37, 38. Mark xiii, 26. Luke xxi. 27, 36. 
| things 
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things are juſtly. conſign'd over to Ruin, no In- 
— done if ſome part has its Puniſhment ha- 
ſten d and brought upon it before the time is come 


for the reſt: as when ſeveral men are ſentenc'd to 


Death for the ſame Crime, it is no Injuſtice vo 
call immediately for the Forfeit of one Liſe among 
them, and leave the others for ſome more Conve 
nient ſeaſon. It is juſt the ſame with a Nation 
conſider'd as conſiſting of Parts; the Ruin of 
ſome Cities, Houſes, ' or Trees may juſtly take 


ue» of the teſt, where all are given over to De- 


ruction: And therefore Jeſus, if he had a Right 
to execute a Curſe on the whole Land of Juda,; 
muſt be allow'd a Right to execute a Curſe upon 
ſo ſmall a Part of it, as this Fig-trec was. 
And leſs Objection Kill is to be made againſt it, 
if he deſign'd the Puniſhment of this! Tree for an 
Emblem to the Jews of what their Caſe then was, 
and what their Puniſhment wou'd ſhortly be: for 
it was not Paſſion and Diſappointment in not find- 
ing Figs on it, when he was — that ſet 
him to work this Miracle; that is Mr. Vs ill. 
natur'd ſuggeſtion, for which he has no RO 
unleſs his own Experience of what Lengths of Miſ- 
chief Paſſion and Diſappointment uſes to Tarry Him. 
But this action of Jeſus had a higher and a more 
Worthy End and View in it; for St. Matt. xxi. 
19. relates this proceeding of Jeſus towards the 
Fig - tree as well as St. Mark, and joyns to the ac- 
count of it two Parables, which he ſpake about 
the ſame time to the Jes, and which he concludes 
with this remarkable application, Therefore I /ay 
unto.you, the Kingdom of God fhall be taken away 
from you, and given to a Nation bringing forth the 
Fruits thereof, ver. 43. which is a Key to open our 
Saviour's meaning in his blaſting the Fig-tree as 
well as in his two Parables, for from thence this 
Moral may be gather'd, that the Fig-tree is the 
2 | Jewiſh 
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Jewiſh Nation, that the Kingdom of God or the 
Gaſpel was preached to them, but they were Bar- 
ren; they would not repent, and (as John the 
Baptiſt ſpeaks) bring forth fruits meet for Repentance. 
They were therefore taught by this Miracle per- 
form'd on the Barren Fig- tree, that the Goſpel 
wou'd be remov'd from them, and that (for their 
rejecting it) they wou'd be left to their own Un- 
fruitful works of Darkneſ5, and would be conſign'd 
over to Deſtruction, to wither away as a Nation, 
and be dryed up from the roots. And the Sentence, 
Let no man eat fruit of thee hereafter for ever, has 
been hitherto verify'd, that unhappy Nation ha- 
ving continued in the ſame barren tate, and lying 
to this day under the Moral of the Curſe pro- 
nounced upon that Fig - tree. 

It was very uſual among the Eaſterns to ex- 
preſs Things by Actions; variety of Inſtances to 
this purpoſe might be given out of the Old and 
New Teftament z and therefore when the Warning, 

wen by this Action to the whole Nation of the 
Jews, was ſo Charitable and Beneyolent an one, it 
is meer Perverſeneſs to cavil at this Miracle, becauſe 
it was a Deſtructive one to the Tree; It was ſo, 
but it meant to prevent the Deſtruction of a Na- 
tion; and that, you will allow, was the Reverſe 
of a Malicions and Ill- natur d Act: But, ſtrip it of 
this Moral, and ſuppoſe the Fig- tree to have only 
undergone the Puniſhment to which the whole 
Land was doom'd; was it Therefore no Miracle? 
may not God work a Miracle to Chaſtiſe as well 
as to Bleſs? Who or What preſcribes him a Law 
to the Contrary? Ananias was {truck Dead, and 
Elymas the Sorcerer was ſmitten with Blindneſs; 
and were there Therefore no Miracles in theſe two 
Caſes, becauſe there was Deſtruction? This way of 
arguing, would be to rob God of his power of 


inflicting Extraordinary Puniſhments on Sinners. 
2 Why 


| 
FX 
| 
I 


20 The MIRACLES of 
Why then does Mr. VV. aſſert that this Action of 
Jeſus is (a) not to be accounted for, becauſe it was to 
the Deſtruction of another man's harmleſs and inoffen- 
five Tree? And why are the Excellent Arch-Biſhop 
Hake and the Ingenious Mr. Chandler ſummon'd 
ſo rudely before him, to reconcile with this and 
ſome other Miracles the general Notion of a Mi- 
racle, which the One taught, and the Other (as 
he ſays) approved? For to execute a juſtly deſerv- 
ed Puniſhment upon ſome Perſons or Things, eſ- 
pecially if with a View to promote ſome great and 
general good, is an Action conſiſtent with the Per- 
fectious of God to intereſt himſelf in, ſuch as anfavers 
to the Character of God as a Good and Gracioits Be- 
ing, and ſhews his Love to Mankind and his Inclina- 
tion to do them good, which with Mr. Chandler are 
ſome of the Rules of Judging, by whom Miracles 
are perform'd. The Beit and moſt Gracious of 
Earthly Monarchs do ſometimes Puniſh particular 
Perſons when Criminal, in Love and Goodneſs to 
their Subjects; and a contrary behaviour would 
have more of Cruelty than Benevolence in it. And 
this I have ſhew'd to be the Caſe in the Driving the 
Buyers and Sellers out, of the Temple, inthe permitting 
the Devils to enter into the Herd of Sine to their 
Deſtru#ion, and in this Miracle (now before us) of 
blaſting the Fig-tree: All which I have prov'd to 
have been done by way of Puniſhment deſervedly 
inflicted, and in ſuch Caſes Puniſhraent is no In- 
jury. This therefore is a full Defence ot the Arch- 
biſkop's and Mr. Chandler's Notions of a True Mi- 
racle, and it comes long before latter Lammas, 
contrary to Mr. J's Expectation. | 

I think that there is nothing material on this 
head, which that Auchor has ſtarted, and which 
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I have left unanſwer'd; unleſs it be his Peculiar 
reaſoning in p. 17, againſt the Letter of his Mi- 
racle from what Jeſus ſays to his Diſciples on this 
occaſion, in Matt. xxi. 21. that if they had Faith, 
they ſhould not only do what was done to the Fig-tree; 
but if they ſhould ſay to this Mountain, Be thou re- 
mov'd and caſt into the Sea, it ſhould be done Be- 
cauſe this was never CRY done by the Diſci- 
ples, that we read of, therefore he concludes that 
Jeſus did not Literally curſe the Fig-tree. But 
might not the Diſciples have a Power given them 
to 15 this among other Miracles, without ever ha- 
ving occaſion to ſhew their Power in this In- 
ſtance? There might be neither a Failure in Jeſus's 
Promiſe, nor a Want of Faith in them for the do- 
ing this Miracle, and yet it might never have been 
erform'd, becauſe no proper Opportunity might 
have called for this Demonſtration of their Power : 
And with this anſwer leave him to be convinc'd, 
if he be capable of Conviction. ITE 
In his Criticiſms upon the Greek Text, par- 
ticularly upon St. Matthew's words, which he ren- 
ders thus, p. 29. (4) Not as yet, or not until now, 
againſt the Age has fruit grown on-thee, he has fol- 
low'd no Commentator, and, I can promiſe him, 
will never be followed by any : The Tranſlation 
is his Own, and tho” he is ſafe now, yet when a 
School-boy he would have ſuffer'd for ſuch Stuff 
as he now dictates with the Air of a Maſter. 
But Ignorance may be excus'd in one who has 
ſo much greater Faults to anſwer for : Before I 
cloſe the Subject of this Miracle, I ſhall give the 
Reader a Sample or two of his barefac'd Diſho- 
neſty in Quotations from the Fathers. 
St. Auſtin (according to him, p. 4.) very plainly 
ſays that this Fatt in Telus, upon ſuppoſition that it 
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was done, was 4 fooliſh aue that Father's Words, 
as Mr. V. himſelf has quoted them at the bottom 
, of his page, are theſe, Hoc Fattum, niſi Figura- 
. zum, ſtultum invenitur, i. e. This which Jeſus did, 
; was A Fooliſh Action, unleſs it bad ſome Figurative 
| weaning. Is this ſaying that it was Fooliſh; upon 
ſuppoſition that it was done? Does not St. Auſtin ex- 

reſly allow it to have been done, when he ays 
= attum ? And does not he directly charge 
Folly upon ſomething Elſe, upon a ſuppoſition that 
it had no other meaning than a. Literal one? 
A Pen and a Spirit like that of St. Auſtin might 
put this Forgery in ſuch a Light as Mr. J. would 
not care for. 

Again p. 16. he brings in Origen ſaying that there 
are ſome things ſpoken of in the Evangelifts as Facts, 
which were never tranſacted. But (4) Origen ſpeaks 

of the Hiſtorical parts of the Scripture in gene- 
Tal, and ſhews what he means, by the Inſtances 
which he gives out of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, ſuch us God's walking in the Garden in the 
cool of the Day; his being ſpoken of as having 
Hands, and Mouth, and Ears; and with regard to 
the Goſpel precepts he Inſtances in the plucking 
out a right eye, and cutting off a right band, as things 
that might poſſibly be done, but never were : And 
then he ſubjoins a requeſt to his Readers nat to 
think that it was his Opinion, that, becauſe ſome 
things were not done according to the Letter of the K 
Hiſtory, therefore he would deſiroy the Credit of the 4 
Scripture Hiſtory. | 4 
If Mr. V. then read the one Paſſage he ſhould C 
o 
a 
tl 


r Sooet aw oa oe 


have read the other, and not have brought in Origen 
as giving a Teſtimony which he expreſsly Gl 
claims. 


3 


(a) Hiſtoria Scripturæ interdum inſerit quædam vel minus 
eſta, vel quæ omnino geri non poſſunt; interdum quæ poſ- 
uut geri, nec tamen geſta ſunt, De Principits, L. 4. 

| | In 
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In p. 9. he quotes St. John of Pern/alem as 
faying, Arbor non eſt juſt? ficcata, the Fig-tree was 
not Juſtiy dried up. But theſe words are only a 
piece of the Sentence which runs thus, Dicat ali- 
quis, Si tempus non erat Ficorum, non peccavit F- 
cus, que fruftum non babebat : fi autem non peccavit, 
non eft juſt? Ferre i. e. It may be 2 that 
it was not the time of Figs, then the Tree was nut it 
fault for having none; and if it was not in fault, 
then it was not uſtly dried up. Where the Rea- 
der ſees that what Mr. V quotes as that Father's 
Sentiment, is only an Objection which he puts 
into the mouth of fome Adverſary to Chriſtianity, 
Tome . of that Age: To which Objection he 
immediately ſubjoins an Anfwer (fuch as it is), 
which he fairly thought a fufficient one, but 
which Mr. has Unfairly taken no notice of. 

Theſe three Inſtances may ſuffice to ſhew what 
Credit ſhould be given to an Author who wants 
Common Honeſty, and who in defiance (as it 
were) of Truth advances Falſehoods in the very 
Face of Detection: And upon the whole it ap- 
pears, that his Diſcourſe againſt this Miracle of 
the Fig-tree is as Barren as the Fig-tree it ſelf 
was, and that whocver comes to it with Judgment, 
will find nothing but Leaves thereon. 


IV. The fourth Miracle which I ſhall endea- 
vour to {et free from the Objections which Mr. 
has rais'd againſt it, is that of (4) Feſus's 
turning Water into Wine at the Marriage Feaſt in 
Cana of Galilee. John ii. 1, Fc. The Literal Story 
of which he has atrack'd under the Character of 
a Jewiſh Rabbi, with all the Spite to Chriſtianity 
that the Ancient Jewiſh Rabbins ſhew'd to its 
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Founder, 
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Founder, and with ſuch Ill Manners as no Mo- 


dern Fews among Us (I am perſuaded) would 
offer to a Church and State ſo Indulgent to them 


as Ours is. But whether the Invective come from 


Fewor Gentile, from the ſuppos'd Rabbi or Mr. JF. 
himſelf, it is as much Wanting in Proof, 'as it 


is abounding in Malice, and to make good Senſe 


and Argument of it would require a Miracle as 


much as to turn Water into Wine. 


But an Outcry he has rais'd, and there ſeems at 


firſt Sight to be ſome Difficulty in the Story, as 
he has manag'd it; and therefore I will examine 


to the Bottom all that He has advanc'd in his 
Own or the Rabbi's name. And in doing it I 


ſhall take the ſame Courſe as I have hitherto done, 
tho' I now find more "groan than formerly; 
for his Objections againſt this Miracle lye in ſuch 
Confuſion, that this part of his Diſcourſe js more 
peculiarly (like the Earth at Firſt ) wvizhout form and 
void, and there is ſuch a Darkneſs upon the Face of 


it as requires ſome Skill and Pains to bring it into 


any Order. 


. However the Chief Objections are contain'd (or 
at leaſt will be anſwer'd) under theſe three Heads. 


How came Jeſus to vouchſafe his Preſence at a 
Wedding ? p. 30. 

Why did he ſupply the Gueſts with ſo large a 
Quantity of Wine, when it was ſaid that they had 


Dell drank already? p. 24, 31. | 
How came he to give ſuch an anſwer to his Mo- 


ther, as Woman what have 1 to do with thee ? p. 32. 


1. $. To the firſt Queſtion, How came Jeſus to 
wouchſafe his Preſence at a Wedding ? I may anſwer 
with another Queſtion, Why ſhould he not have 

one thither, when he was invited? Tradition ſays 
that the Perſons, whoſe Wedding was then celebra - 


ting, were Alphens or Cleopas, and her who in the 
Sacred 


[ 
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Sacred Scripture is called Mary the Siſter of eſus's 
Mother: but, without depending upon Tradition, 
it ſeems not unlikely from ſome Circumſtances of 
the ſtory that they were either Relations of the 
Virgin Mary, or her Intimate Acquaintance; for 
we find Her Intereſting her ſelf that the Gueſts 
might be ſupply'd when the Wine was wanting, 
and taking upon her to give the Servants Dire- 
Ctions to do whatever her Son ſhould bid them 
do, ver. 9. Now if Jeſus and his Diſciples were 
invited to come, and it the New-married Couple 
were of his Kindred or Acquaintance, what rea- 
ſon can be aſſign'd, why he ought to have de- 
clin'd the Invitation? Is it Certain that ſuch In- 
decencies, as Wiſe and Good men ſhould not be 
Witneſſes to, are practiſed at all Weddings ? or 
might not the Company have been reſtrained by 
the Preſence of Jeſus 205 any thing of Levity 
and Unbecoming Joy? How does this Author 
know how ſoon Jeſus retir'd after the Meal was 
over? or why may not he ſuſpect that Jeſus intro- 
duc'd ſuch a-Religious Diſcourſe, while he was 
there, as was ſuitable to the Solemn occaſion ? If 
he had read what the beſt Authors ſay of the 
Jewiſh Weddings, he wou'd have found that ſuch 
Liberties were not taken in Them as we ſee too 
often practis'd among us. But it ſeems that (ac- 
cording to Mr. V.) ſuch Exceſſes in drinking were, 
there indulged, as it was not fit for Jeſus to ſee and 
countenance This is the Material part, and there- 
fore I proceed to 


2. $. The ſecond Objection which this Author 
has made, viz. How came Jeſus to ſupply the Gueſts 
with ſo large 4 OJuantity of Wine, when it is ſaid, 
that they had well drunk already? And to clear 
up this matter the better, I ſhall prove theſe two 
things, 'That there * foundation in the Text 
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to conelude that there was any Exceſs of that 
ſort committed there; and that the Quantity 
of Wine, which 7e/us miraculoufly provided, was 
not ſuch as muſt needs have made him acceffory 
to any Exceſs voong the Gueſts. 

For proving the rſt of theſe, let us conſider 
the force of the words which are made . the 
ground of the Objection, Every man at the begin- 
ning doth ſet forth Good Wine, and when men have 
well drunk, then that which is Worſe \ but thau haſt 
kept the Good Wine until now, ver. 10. But we 
are to remember who it is that fays this; it is 
the Governour of the Feaſt, ſpeaking to the Bride- 
groom and the Drift of his Speech is only to 
ſhew, that one thing uſually obſerv'd in ſuch Feaſts 
was not obſerv'd in This; for in Them the Beſt 
Wine was us'd to be brought out firſt, whereas Here 
it was produe'd nat at the firft ; the Circymſtance 
of men's having ell drunk in other Feaſts when 
the Worſe Wine was ſerv'd up, does not neceſ- 
farily require any Parallel in this Feaſt z it may 
have been only thrown in by the by, as it is a 
known and allow'd thing for Poets in working 
up a ſimilitude, to throw in little Circumſtances 
which have no reſemblance to the Fa& which 
the ſimilitude is illuftrating. What the Gover- 
nour of the Feaſt ſaid on this occaſion was as 
True and as Pertinent, if the Company preſent 
had not well drunk, becauſe his Intention was 
only to ſhew that there was a wide Difference in 
one Inſtance between what was done at This and 
what was commonly done at Other Entertain- 
ments : Is it not a piece of Violence then to force 
every part of the Speech into a Parallel, and to 
conclude from ſuch a Chance Expreſſion as This 
that the Gueſts at the Wedding Dinner had al- 
ready drank to Exceſs? 


But 
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. But allowing (what is ſo unreaſonably contend- 
ed for) that the Phraſe, when men have well 
drunk, ray wsWudo is a Deſcription of the 
Condition which the Gueſts were Then in; yet 
this Objector will get little by it, becauſe it does 
not neceſſarily carry any Ill Senſe along with it. 
The word is often us'd for drinking more than 
men uſually do, but without any Facet erance. 
And can any Serious Writer think that St. 70h 
meant it otherwiſe here? Is it to be imagin'd that 
the Apoſtle intended to expoſe his Maſter's beha- 
viour on this occaſion? or that he wou'd have 
us'd the word, if he had not known that it bore 
an Innocent Senſe as well as Vicious one? 
pebdey in its primitive fignification is only drin- 
ing after the Sacrifice, and nothing in the Deriva- 
tion of the word determines this to be done to 
any Exceſs, or beyond the proper bounds of Joy 
on a Feſtival: And if beſides the Etymology of 
the Word, an Inſtance be requir'd, in which it is 
thus us'd for drinking not Intemperately, we find 
one in the LXX verſion of Gene/is xliii. 34. where 
it is ſaid that Joſeph's brethren #ueluIncay per” 
divrs z and yet the Circumſtances of that Feaſt, 
which Joſeph made for his Brethren, plainly ſhew, 
that no Exceſs or Approach to it is intended by 
the Expreſſion; for they knew him not then to 
be any other than the Governour of Egypt, nay it 
is fad that they were afraid of him, ver. 18. and 
their whole Behaviour before and at the F eaſt 
muſt convince us that they were too much on 
their Guard, and too ſollicitous about their own 
Safety, to give way to any Intemperance in his 
Preſence. , And the ſame ſenſe of the like word is 
to be ſeen in what God (according to the LXX 
_ verſion) ſays to the Jes, Hag. i. 6. where com- 
pong that they neglected to build his Temple, 
e tells them that on this account he had not 
| bleſſed the Fruits of their Land with the Ordi- 
D 2 nary 
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nary Increaſe, Ne have ſown much,and bring in little; 
ye eat, but ye have not enough 3 ye drink, but ye are 
not filled with drink : the Greek is iniers x, & as 
Nin. Are we to think that the LXX Interpreters 
intended to make God uſe the word here in the 
ſenſe that Mr. V. gives it in St. John? for could 
that be a Puniſhment worthy of God to inflict ? 
or could it be a Bleſſing, fit to encourage them 
to expect, that they ſhould drink ds yuifnv fo Ex- 
ceſs; as this Author would underſtand it? 

Every candid man then muſt acknowledge that 
it is a meer Cavil, firſt to ſuppoſe the words to 
be ſpoken of the Gueſts at this Feaſt, when there 
is no Appearance that it was a Deſcription of 
them; and then to give the Words a Vicious 
ſenſe, which they do not neceſſarily bear, and 
which there is all the Reaſon imaginable to be- 
lieve that they were not in this Place intended to 
bear, This way of Interpreting may ſhew men's 
Good-will to Infidelity, Tas it ſhews a very Ill 
Will to every thing elſe. | 

The next thing which I was to prove was 
this; that the „ of Wine which Jeſus 
produc'd on this Occaſion was not ſuch as muſt 
es have made him acceſſory to any Exceſs a- 
mong the Gueſts. 

A Rabbi, or a V. might have known that the 
Jewiſh (2) Marriages were celebrated with Feaſt- 
ings, not only on the day of the Solemnity, (as 
with us) but for fix or ſeven days after: and that 
at theſe Feaſts, not only all their Relations, Neigh- 
bours and Acquaintance were invited, but it was 
yell taken if any others (tho' not invited) would 
come to #7 of the Entertainment, and bear a 


ſhare in t - Joy of the Occaſion: A Cuſtom which 
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< See Calmet's Diſſertation, Sur les Mariages des Hebreux. 
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to this day prevails among Us too, in ſome of the 
moſt remote parts of our Country. And as to 
this Marriage, tho' the Evangeliſt's words are 
render'd (a) The third day there was a Marriage, &c. 
yet they may be as well tranſlated thus, (5) On the 
third day a Marriage-Feaſt was celebrated, &c. 
Some think (and not without. appearance of Rea- 
ſon) that by the third day is meant the third day 
of the Marriage Feaſt; and whether that Interpre- 
tation be allow'd or not, yet fince it is fo well 
known that the Jews feaſted ſeven days on ſuch oc- 
caſions, and fince it is not ſaid on what Day this 
Miracle was wrought, we are at Liberty to ſup- 
poſe that it might as well have been on the third 
day after the Marriage as on any other. 

That there were great N 2 preſent at it, 
may be gather'd from there being a Governour of 
the Feaſt appointed for this occaſion; and it 1s 
probable that many more than were expected came 
there on that day, to ſee Jeſus and his Diſciples, 
of whom they had heard much Talk; on this ac- 
count, or becauſe on the preceding days the Bride 
and Bridegroom had entertained more Gueſts than 
they had looked and provided for, the Wine might 
fall ſhort, which they had laid up for the whole 
ſeven days Feaſting: Suppoſing then that the 
Quantity of Wine which 7e/us made at this Feaſt 
was as Large as our Tranſlation repreſents it, yet 
why ſhould not Mr. V. ſuppoſe (what is very Pro- 
bable) that the Wine thus Miraculouſly produc'd 
was deſign'd not only to ſupply the want of that 
day, but of the ſucceeding ones, till the whole 
time of Feaſting was ended? Ill nature always makes 
the Worſt of every thing; but an unprejudic'd 


() Th nuips 79 Tpiry yaw eypero, &c. 

(%) So the Syriac renders it in this place, and Grotius proves 
that yawog has this Signification in ſeveral places of the Sacred 
Scripture. See his Note on Matt. xxii, 2. 2 5 
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man may (upon this reaſonable Suppoſition) bo- 
lieve that — might be no Exceſs countenanc'd 
or practis' d, tho' the Supply of Wine was ſo 
Plentiful. MILL AOL a dr are 

But what if our Tranſlation ſhould not be fo 
Accurate here as in other Places? What if the is 
Materpots did not hold fo much as to or three Fir- 
kins apiece ? Mr. . himſelf ſays, p. 26. that if he 
had bern the Tranſlator, they ſhould not have held 
above two or three pints . apiece,, which meaſure is as 
agresable to the Original as Firkin. It ſo, why is the 
Miracle to be flouted at? and why ſhould not he 
content himſelf ro raiſe an Outcry againſt the Tranſ- 
lation? He might have known that the Learned 
of all Communions have of late looked more nice- 
ly into the urrenens or meaſure here ſpoken of, and 
have brought it much lower than a Firkiy : The 


LXX Tranſlators in 2 Chron. iv. y. uſe the word 


ntrenric for the Bath of the Jews, and Calmet in 


his Diſſertation on the Antiquity. of Money, makes 


the Bath to contain leſs than 30 French Pints, 


1. e. leſs than fix Gallons of our Englith Meaſure: 


Lami fets it ſtill lower, and makes it hold very 
little more than twenty French Paints, which brings 
the meaſure down to under four Gallons : Le Clerc 


and others mentioned by Calmer, ſays that the 


zr2xrg held about twenty five French pounds of 


Water, which falls ſhort of three Gallons of our 


meaſure: And the Learned Biſhop Cumberland 
(whoſe Accuracy in this part of Knowledge is 
allow'd by all) proves that moſt probably the uerenric 
of Syria is meant here, and That he computes to 
have held leſs than one Engliſh Gallon; and ac- 
cording to this Reckoning the whole fix VV arer- 


pots might not contain more than about fourteen 


or fifteen Gallons of Engliſh Meafure; a Quanti- 


ty not very Large, if we allow (as we muft) that 


ere were grea Numbers preſent at the Feaſt; 
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or that, what was not then drank, might be a 
ſeaſonable Supply for what wou'd be winting at 
the Feaſt of the enſuing days. | 
When the Learned, tho' differ in their Opi+: 
nions, do yet all agree to fix the Quantity lower 
than a Firkin, and ſome of them fo very much be- 
low it, as we have ſeen; is it Fair and Ingenious 
in Mr. V. to take occaſion from an Errour of the 
Franflation to ſet the whole Letter of the Miracle 
at Defiance? eſpecially when he himſelf knew (as 
he fays) how to rectify the Tranſlation by making 
Pints of the Firkins ? eſpecially when, if the Quan» 
— were allowed to be ſo large as the Tranſlation 
es it, he knows that to provide Plenty is not 
to encourage Exceſs z what was more than ſuffic'd, 
might be laid up for other opportunities: And he 
as well charge God with promoting Drunken» 
may whenever bs, bleſſed the ere the Jews 
with any Extraordinary Increaſe. © 
| "Upon: the whole then, it appears that what 
Mr. W. fays p. 24. that when Jeſus turn'd the 
Water into Wine, the Company wore already drunk, 
and what his Rabbi ſays in his Vulgar ftrain, p. 31. 
that they were more than half ſoas over, is a Fiction 
of their Own; and fince it may be fairly preſu- 
ſum'd, and is by Mr. V own'd, that the Quan» 
tity of Wine then Created, was nor ſo Large as 
our Tranſlation repreſents it; and ſince (if it was 
ſo Large) it is probable that it was intended for a 
ſcaſonable Supply upon the remainder of the ſeven 
days Feaſting, I conclude, that neither the Wit of 
Mr. V. nor (what he has a greater Share of) his 
Malice can make this Circumſtance any Good Ar- 
gument againſt the Letter of the Miracle. AB 


3. $. There remains now only one more Objec- 
tion to it, which is what Jeſus reply'd to his Mo- 
ther when ſhe ſaid 7! wy have no Mine; to which 

he 
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he anſwer' d, Woman, what have I to do with thee? 


ver. 4. From which his captious Rabbi very. boldly 


concludes, that Jeſus himſelf was à little, in for it, 
or. be had never ſpoke ſo waſpiſhly and ſnappiſbly to his 


Mother. p. 32. Whatever a common Reader may 


think of the words which our Saviour uſes to her, 
yet a man of Learning might, and ſhould know. 


that yu, which we render Woman, was no Title 


of Diſreſpect or Indifference, as it ſeems to be in 
our Tranſlation. For there was a time when Fe-. 


fus call'd his Mother by this Appellation, and yet 
was certainly neither Snappiſb nor Haſpiſh towards 
her; for when ne was hanging on the Croſs, and re- 


commending both his Mother to the Care of his be- 


loved Apoſtle, and that Apoſtle to the Affection of 
his abe 

Hold thy Son. The word yu was an honourable 
Title, and often us'd by the beſt Writers when 


the higheſt mark of Reſpect is intended; of which 


many . Inſtances might be given; particularly we 
find the polite (50 2 
into the mouth of one of the Perſian Chiefs, when 


he was addreſſing himſelf to a Captive Lady of 


the higheſt Quality, and comforting her under her 
unfortunate Circumſtances. The Expreſſion is ſo 

common in this Senſe that I ſhall offer no more 
Inſtances of it; but paſs on to the remainder of 
Jeſus's anſwer, What have I to do with Thee? 
Theſe words are generally underſtood as a Rebuke 
to her, and ſo they may be without giving room 
for any Objection againſt the Letter of the Story, 
much more for the Concluſion which Mr. Wes 
Friend has drawn from it : For it is probable that 
ſhe was deſirous to ſee him work a Miracle, and 


(a) Turai, ide 0 Yes ov. 5 EX 
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he ſaid, John xix. 26. (a) Woman, be- 


Xenophon putting this word 
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that a little Mnity prompted her to this Deſire; 
and was it an unſuitable Rebuke, to tell her (for 
the words import no more) that in the buſineſs of 
manifeſting his Glory by Miracles ſhe was to leave 
him to do what he thought proper? This very Phraſe 
is ſometimes us'd in the Scriptures, where nothing 
of Anger is conceiv'd, where only ſome diſlike 
is expreſs'd, and a gentle Check or Rebuke is 
given; for can we ſuppoſe that David, when (2 Sam. 
Xvi. 10.) he ſaid at have I to do with you, ye 
Sons of Zeruiah ? was Angry or Waſpiſh with A 
biſhai for propoſing to kill Shime; who had curs'd 
him, when Abiſbai ſtuck by him ſo faithfully in 
that great Defection, and meant what he pro- 
pos'd out of a Friendly affection to David? It 
was a Rebuke, it is true, and ſo was This which 
Jeſus reply'd to his Mother: But it was a Juſlifi- 
able one; for whatever Obedience he owed to her 
as a Son, he ow'd none to her as a Prophet and 
Worker of Miracles: In this Capacity he was the 
Son of God only, there was no 8 between 
Him and the Virgin Mary; and therefore in what 
ſhe meant by ſaying They have no Mine, ſhe ex- 
ceeded her Authority, and was juſtly reprov'd for 
it. But is this of Weight to overthrow a Mira- 
cle? All the other Objections I have ſhewn to be 
Falſe and Ii]-grounded ; this is the only one that 
has any Truth in ir, and I will venture to leaye 
it to the Jud ment of any Impartial man, whe- 
ther the ſingle Circumſtance of our Saviour's re- 
buking his Mother in ſuch a Caſe is ſufficient to 
call in Queſtion the Reality of a Miracle ſo par- 
ticularly and fo plainly related by the Evangeliſt. 

I have now finiſhed what I intended to ſay in 
vindication of theſe two Miracles of Jeſus, his 
cauſing the Barren Fig- tree to wither, and his turn- 
ing the Water into Mine; and I aſſure the Reader 
that the ſame I Rorance and Diſhoneſty furwhes 

bs wok 144 Veit A r. 


34 The MinAcLesof 

Mr. V. with his Objections againſt the reſt of 
the Miracles : But, before I conclude, I muſt a- 
_- take Notice (as I have frequently done) that 


having in my Firſt Part eſtabliſhed the Reſurrecti- 
on of 7eſus Ae all Doubt and Contradiction, 
J have laid a ſure Foundation for the Credit ot 
all the iracles which the Evangeliſts have aſcri- 
bed to him: Allow but That 8 been a Real 
one, and you Muſt allow all the reſt which are 
reported by the ſame Authors. It is not enough 
to pick here and there a Hole in their Relation, 
and ſct up a tew Objections againſt them, which 
the more Ignorant a man is, the more plentifully 
he may be furniſhed with : Nothing eff than the 
ſhewing that ſome part of the Literal Story is abſo- 
JutelyImpoſſible to haye happen'd,or that ſomething 
which 7eſus is ſaid to have done is Abſolutely In- 
conſiſtent with the Divine Perfections, I ſay no- 
thing leſs than This can make a Reaſonable man 
Disbelieve, and even Then his Disbelief will go 
no farther than to the Circumſtance which has 
This Weight lying on it. But the Objections, 
which Mr. V. has thrown out againſt the Mira- 
cles that have been conſider'd, and which may be 
ſuppoſed to be the Beſt that his Party could fur- 
niſh him with, are ſo Weak and Feeble, ſo Blind 
and Lame, ſuch very Hoſpital ones, that while 
He and They are giving up their Character as Chri- 
ſtians, they are forfeiting it too as Scholars: even 
an Adverſary would ſee with Pity the Advances 
they haye made in Dulneſs; they are vel Priamo 
miſeranda manus : at leaſt they would be ſo, if Ig- 
norance was their only Fault ; but it has appear'd 
to the Reader in many Inſtances how little Re- 
ard the Author of thoſe Diſcourſes pays to Truth 
- little even to the Certainty of being Detecte 


* * 


in Falſehoods: And when men have fo Profeſſedly 
(as it were) leap'd over the Bounds of Common 
| | Honeſty, 
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Honeſty, when they not only venture to be thus 
Immoral, but are come to deſpiſe the Shame of it, 
Thall ſuch as Theſe ſet up for our Directors in Re- 
ligion ? Shall ſuch as Theſe have any Influence on 
our Faith, who neither Believe nor are to be B 

lieved ? who when they ſtripp'd their own Reli- 
gion of Faith, tore off ſo much of Morality with 
it; who with all the Arts and Cheats of Impoſtors 
carry on their attacks againſt Chriſtianity as a Cheat 
and Impoſture, thereby Practiſing what they Write 


_ againſt, and putting on the very Character which 


they would fix upon the Apoſtles? Whoever they be 
that have been ſo carry'd away with the Bewitch- 
ing Pleaſure of Novelty as to be fond of ſuch 
ritings, their Recovery is very difficult, if the 
Excellent and truly Paſtoral Letter of the Lord Biſhop 
of London has not yet brought them back to a ſeri- 
ous Conſideration z They may have been miſ-led, 
but they have no Exculg for continuing in their 
Error ; for nothing but the Badneſs of the Cauſe 
can exceed the Badneſs of the Methods it is ſup- 
ported. with. And the Writings of ſuch Infidels 
are as Weak, as they are Diſhoneſt; they are an 
Inſult upon the Common ſenſe of Mankind, and 
every Reader muſt have the loweſt Opinion of 
ſuch Diſcourſes as ſuppoſe either that they ſhall 
find men Fools, or that they ſhall make them ſo. 
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